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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 8/3/07 
has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to Amendment filed 3/12/07. 

• Claims 1-2, 6-7, 9, 16-17, 20, 22-26, 29, 31-32, 34-36 and 40 are currently 
amended. 

• Claims 1-43 are pending in the current Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-43 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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1. Claims 16, 20-22, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bhatia et al (U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 A1) in view of Infiesto (U.S. Patent 
6453259 B1). 

Regarding Claims 16 and 40, Bhatia teaches receiving a message from a 
first server at the mobile device ( Par.96 ), wherein the message includes a message 
hook ( Par.95;4-5, message ID and Par.96;6-10, number embedded in message, are 
both message hooks ) to a second message (Par.95:4-5, message stored in the 
message store (Par.46;8-10) ); and employing the message hook to access the 
second message ( Par.95;4-5, message ID and Par.96;6-10) , from a second server 
that is different from the first server ( Par.46;8-10, is second server and Par.41;3-8, is 
first server ), wherein the second server performs actions, comprising: formatting the 
first second message to be readable by a mobile browser ( Par.57;19-22, messages 
are compressed and decompressed (i.e. retrieved) to be readable by a mobile 
browser ): and sending the formatted first message from the second server towards 
the mobile browser ( Par.41;8-12, user may retrieve message from the first server, so 
the message is sent to the mobile browser ), however Bhatia is silent on the 
message hook having an executable program. 

Infiesto teaches that it is well known that a message hook (i.e. URL) is 
associated with executable programs ( Col. 1:55-60 ), which to the examiner is 
synonymous to the message hook having an executable program. 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to modify Bhatia 
with Infiesto such that the message hook has an executable program to provide a 
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method where the message hook having an executable program can be used to 
access information at a server. 

Regarding Claim 20, Bhatia further teaches the message further comprises 
at least one of an SMS message ( Par.96 ). 

Regarding Claim 21, Bhatia further teaches the message hook further 
comprises a message index associated with the second message, wherein the 
message index is employable to locate the second message ( Par.21, message ID 
number is message index ). 

Regarding Claim 22, Bhatia further teaches the second message further 
comprises at least one of an email message ( Par.18 ). 
2. Claims 1, 3, 5-6, 9-11, 14-15, 23-24, 26-27, 29-30, 32-34, and 38 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bhatia et al (U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 
A1) in view of Bern et al (U.S. Patent 6898422 B2) and Infiesto (U.S. Patent 
6453259 B1). 

Regarding Claims 1, 23, 29, and 34, Bhatia teaches a method of managing 
a communication with a mobile device over a network (Abstract ), comprising: 
receiving a first message at a first server ( Par.55;1-5, messaging server receives 
message and interacts with message store to store the message ); sending a second 
message from the second server to the mobile device (Par.55;13-15 ), wherein the 
second message includes a message hook ( Par.96, number embedded in message 
is hook ): employing the message hook to access the first message at the first server 
( Par.46:8-10 and Par.96, message is retrieved from the first server by utilizing the 
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call back number ): wherein the first and second servers are different servers 
( Par.46;8-10, is first server and Par.41;3-8, is second server ): formatting the first 
message at the first server to be readable by a mobile browser ( Par.57;19-22, 
messages are compressed and decompressed (i.e. retrieved) to be readable by a 
mobile browser ); and sending the formatted first message from the first server 
towards the mobile browser ( Par.41;8-12, user may retrieve message from the first 
server, so the message is sent to the mobile browser ), however Bhatia is silent on 
receiving an alert at the second server indicating the first message is available for 
the mobile device and the message hook having an executable program. 

Bern teaches that it is well known in the art that the concept of alerting a 
second server ( Fig.1; NE is the second server and SMTP is the first server) of a 
received message is well known where the second server then sends an alert to a 
mobile station notifying the user of a received message ( Col.6:66-Col.7:6 ). Bhatia 
teaches that a second server scans through a queue to determine if messages have 
been received and then alerts the user if there is a message that a user needs to be 
notified of ( Par.55.10-17) . 

Infiesto teaches that it is well known that a message hook (i.e. URL) is 
associated with executable programs ( Col. 1:55-60 ), which to the examiner is 
synonymous to the message hook having an executable program. 

To one of ordinary skill in the art it would have been obvious to modify Bhatia 
with Bern and Infiesto such that, the message hook has an executable program to 
provide a method where the message hook having an executable program can be 
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used to access information at a server and an alert is sent to the second server 
indicating the first message is available for the mobile device, to provide a method 
where the second server does not have to waste processing power by scanning for 
received messages especially when it is not definitely known whether a message 
has been received or not, in this way a second server will only utilize processing 
power when a notification is received from the first server as taught by Bern. 

With further regards to Claims 23 and 29 , the first server in claims 23 and 
29 are the same as the second server in claim 1 and the second server in claims 23 
and 29 are the same as the first server in claim 1 . 

With further regards to Claim 34 , the mail transfer service is the same as 
the first server in claim 1 and the mobile messaging service is the same as the 
second server in claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 3, Bhatia further teaches sending the second message 
further comprises: associating a message index with the first message; associating 
the message index with the second message; and sending the second message 
including the associated message index to the mobile device, wherein the message 
index is usable to locate the first message ( Par.95;1-5 and Par.95;17-24, message 
ID is a message index) . 

Regarding Claim 5, Bhatia further teaches the first message is stored in a 
mail farm ( Par.46;8-10, the message store is a mail farm ). 
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Regarding Claim 6, Bhatia further teaches receiving the first message further 
comprises receiving at least one of a user account identifier ( Par.95;1-3, user ID is 
an account identifier ). 

Regarding Claims 9, 26, and 32, Bhatia further teaches the second 
message further comprises at least one of an SMS message (Par.96) . 

Regarding Claims 10, 27, 33, and 37-38, Bhatia further teaches the second 
message further comprises a message index associated with the message, wherein 
the message index is employable to locate the message ( Par.21, message ID 
number is message index ). 

Regarding Claim 11, Bhatia teaches receiving the alert further comprises: 
receiving the first message by a mail transfer service ( Par.46; 8, messaging server) ; 
storing the first message at a mail farm ( Par.46;8-10) by the mail transfer service ; 
and associating a universal message identifier with the location of the stored first 
message ( Par.21 and Par.48, messages are indexed) . 

Regarding Claims 14-15, 24, and 30, Bhatia further teaches the first 
message is an email message ( Par.18) and an attachment to the email message 
( Par.95, the unigue ID is an attachment (i.e. location indicator) to the email 
message ). 

3. Claims 4 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bhatia et al (U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 A1), Bern et al (U.S. Patent 6898422 B2), and 
Infiesto (U.S. Patent 6453259 B1) in further view of Archer (U.S. Patent 6,122,485). 
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Regarding Claim 4, Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto teach all the elements of 
dependent claim 4, however the combination is silent on including wherein the 
message index with the first message further comprises employing a one way hash. 

Archer teaches the message index with the first message further comprises 
employing a one way hash ( Col. 6:59-65 ). 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to modify Bhatia 
and Bern with Archer, such that the message index with the first message further 
comprises employing a one way hash to provide a method where each message 
may be indexed so that that the message can quickly be located and delivered to a 
user upon request. 

Regarding Claim 39, Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto in further view of Archer 
teaches all the elements of dependent claim 34, and Archer teaches wherein 
retrieving the first message further comprises: determining a message index 
associated with the message hook (Archer, column 7, Page 13: lines 20 to 32) and a 
device identifier (Id.); employing the message index to access a universal message 
identifier (Bern, column 6, lines 62 to 66, job identifier ), and employing the universal 
message identifier to retrieve the first message ( Bern, column 6, line 62 to column 7, 
line 10) . 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made it would 
have been obvious to modify Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto with Archer such that any 
number of elements could be indexed, such as the messages to each other, the job 
identifier taught in Bern, a mobile's MSISDN taught by Bern, etc. because the goal 



Application/Control Number: 10/772,532 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2617 

with indexing as taught by Archer, is to simplify the identification and look-up of a 
given record (as in page confirmation) ( Archer column 3, lines 17 to 26 ). 
4. Claims 2, 7-8, 17-19, 25, 28, 31 , 35-36, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Bhatia et al (U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 A1), Bern et al 
(U.S. Patent 6898422 B2), and Infiesto (U.S. Patent 6453259 B1) in further view of 
Buckley (U.S. Pub 2003/0139193 A1). 

Regarding Claims 7, 18, 25, 31, 36, and 43, Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto teach 
all the limitations as recited in claims 1,16, 23, 29, and 34, respectively, and Bhatia 
teaches that a message hook includes a phone number to access messages (i.e. 
voicemail) ( Par.96 ), however the combination is silent on the message hook further 
comprises a Uniform Resource Locator (URL). 

Buckley teaches that it is well known in the art that messages can be used to 
indicate an URL where messages are stored for retrieval at a later time ( Par.29;12- 
17). Bhatia further teaches that messages stored in a mailbox can be of email types 
( Par.18 ) and to one of ordinary skill in the art it is obvious that emails will be 
retrieved by use of a URL as opposed to a phone number. In order to retrieve the 
emails via the URL, one of ordinary skill in the art would find it obvious to utilize an 
internet browser program. 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to modify the 
teachings of Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto with the teachings of Buckley, such that the 
message hook further comprises a Uniform Resource Locator (URL), to provide a 
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method of where email messages can be retrieved over the internet by a user of a 
mobile phone, at their convenience. 

Regarding Claims 8 and 19, Bhatia further teaches of a message index 
associated with the second message along with the message hook ( Par.96; 6-10. 
message ID associated with message hook ). 

Regarding Claim 2, 17, 28, and 35, Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto teach all the 
limitations as recited in claims 1, 16, 23, and 34, respectively, however the 
combination is silent on the first message further comprising formatting the 
message using at least one of a handheld device markup language (HDML), 
Wireless Markup Language (WML) Script, and JavaScript. 

Buckley teaches that it is well known in the art that messages can be used to 
indicate an URL where messages are stored for retrieval at a later time ( Par.29:12- 
17) and Buckley further teaches formatting the first/second message further 
comprises formatting the message using at least one of a HDML, WMLscript, and 
Javascript. ( Par.26 and Par.33, for example, if a wireless phone is originating or 
receiving the data message over the internet via URL, it is obvious that HTML, 
HDML, or WMLscript would have to be used to format the data message, where 
HTML, HDML, and WML are all scripts for displaying information on a computer 
screen, but HDML and WML are modified versions of HTML which allow displaying 
the information on small mobile phone displays ). 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious at the time of 
the invention to modify Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto with Buckley such that the first 
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message further comprises formatting the message using at least one of a handheld 
device markup language (HDML), Wireless Markup Language (WML) Script, and 
JavaScript, to provide a method where messages transmitted over the air (i.e. 
internet) can be viewed on the mobile stations small display. 
5. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bhatia et al (U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 A1), Bern et al (U.S. Patent 6898422 B2), and 
and Infiesto (U.S. Patent 6453259 B1) in further view of Corrigan et al (WO 
03/030474 A2). 

Regarding Claim 12, Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto teach all the limitations as 
recited in claim 1 , however the combination is silent on the limitations as recited in 
dependent claim 12. 

Corrigan on the other hand does teach all of the additional steps, including 
logging into an account at a server through the mobile device (page 8, 
lines 24 to 27); fowarding a device identifier associated with the mobile device to the 
server (paRe 8, lines 24 to 27), this would be obvious in the HTTP GET message; 
receiving at the mobile device a confirmation URL from the server (page 8; lines 10 
to 15); responding to the confirmation URL (page 8, lines 24 to 27); and if the mobile 
device is confirmed, registering the mobile device to receive the formatted first 
message (page 8, Iine29 to page 30, line 6) . 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious at the time of 
the invention to modify Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto with Corrigan, such that an account 
at the second server is logged into through the mobile device; forwarding a device 
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identifier associated with the mobile device to the second server; receiving at the 
mobile device a confirmation URL from the second server; responding to the 
confirmation URL; and if the mobile device is confirmed, registering the mobile 
device to receive the formatted first message, to provide a method of verifying that 
the message recipient is in fact the correct recipient ( Corrigan, page 5: 15-25 ). 

Regarding Claim 13, Corrigan further teaches registering the mobile device 
further comprises associating the device identifier with the account ( Page. 6: line 4) . 
6. Claim 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bhatia et al 
(U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 A1), Bern et al (U.S. Patent 6898422 B2), and Infiesto 
(U.S. Patent 6453259 B1) in further view of Bachner, III et al (U.S. Pub 
2005/0037787 A1). 

Regarding Claim 42, Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto teach all the limitations as 
recited in Claim 1, however the combination is silent on determining one of a 
plurality of servers to store the first message based at least in part on an end-user 
account identifier, a universal message identifier, or a device identifier. 

Bachner teaches determining one of a plurality of servers (i.e. a portable 
server) to store a message based at least in part on an end-user account identifier 
( Par.407; the email address is the end-user account identifier) and Bhatia further 
teaches that it is known that messages are stored in servers based on an end-user 
account identifier ( Par.95;3-5, message ID ). 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to modify 
Bhatia, Bern, and Infiesto with Bachner such that, one of a plurality of servers is 



Application/Control Number: 10/772,532 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2617 

. determined to store the first message based at least in part on an end-user account 
identifier, a universal message identifier, or a device identifier, to provide a method 
where the message is stored in locations where the users will experience the least 
amount of delays, difficulties, and problems of the wireless connection. 
7. Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bhatia et al 
(U.S. Pub 2004/0131081 A1) and Infiesto (U.S. Patent 6453259 B1) in view of 
Buckley (U.S. Pub 2003/0139193 A1). 

Regarding Claim 41, Bhatia and Infiesto teaches all the limitations as recited 
in claim 40, and Bhatia teaches that a message hook includes a phone number to 
access messages (i.e. voicemail) ( Par.96 ), however the combination is silent on the 
message hook further comprises a Uniform Resource Locator (URL). 

Buckley teaches that it is well known in the art that messages can be used to 
indicate an URL where messages are stored for retrieval at a later time ( Par.29;12- 
17 ). Bhatia further teaches that messages stored in a mailbox can be of email types 
( Par. 18 ) and to one of ordinary skill in the art it is obvious that emails will be 
retrieved by use of a URL as opposed to a phone number. 

To one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to modify the 
teachings of Bhatia and Infierno with the teachings of Buckley, such that the 
message hook further comprises a Uniform Resource Locator (URL), to provide a 
method of where email messages can be retrieved over the internet by a user of a 
mobile phone, at their convenience. 

Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/772,532 



Page 14 



Art Unit: 2617 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wesley L. Kim whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7867. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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